Dear Dave, 7/26/92 

The enclosed article from today's Post Itook World reports what tells us why only 
Xai Bird is the author of the McCloy biography that began as a collaboration with liax 
Holland - they split up antagonists. 

It may also indicate// part of the reason to us - diagreement on content. 

If tliis is so I suggest it might be a good idea to be in touch with Holland and to 
call to his attention some of the to us serious omissions relating to iieC_loy on the 
warren Commission, omissions tliat aan be interpreted -.as raising questions of personal, 
professional and political integrity. 

I do not recall now whether b oth&x were here or not. I ara ceftain that I showed 
mL the executive session transcijjs. I an not certain whether or not they copied all 
of any. 

But I do think that with this rivalry the present situation between them and with 
Holland's version yet to appear, it would be a good idea to call these transcripts to 

Holland's attention in the event he does not have them. Plus some of the hearings. 

With or without an appraisal of Bird's treatment of McCloy on the Commission. 

With, of course, unless there appears to be what I now do not see, somq/eason for 
not providing it. 

I believe it would come best, any approach to Holland, through a professor of liistory 
who could extned an invitation for him to look around here (again?) and make copies. ind 
perhaps also talk to ^erry. •‘•o whom a copy of this. 

What Bird may perhaps have reflected and what may be Holland's attitude could be The 
Nation's attitude/position/preconception a la Navasky/Kopkind/ Cockburn et al. 

I could address that easily with documents on my desk. 

If you do not want to 3 peak to him would you please, if not too much trouble, find 

out for me how I can other than by writing him at The Nation and ask forwarding? 

AddBess and prj§)|aps phone also. 


H 



